Dear *^im, 6/19/89 

In the mai 1 today I have, in a Tony Summers Ireland envelope but mailed from 
Washington I think day before yesterday, a copy of the letter he wrote me May 9 of 
this year. Nothing else with it and when D e bbie Roberts was here to deliver the machine 
she told me it was her last chore for Tony. So, perhaps you mailed it. In any event, X 
sent you copies of all our correspondence, including attachments, and despite Tony’s 
expressed concern, which is persuasive, it just does not wash. 

I've been busy on other things, tire easily, so I didn't get around to writing 
you as i intended when I responded to Sterling Lord’s letter, copies enclosed. 

Although I rarely used the machine, the return of which was not my major concern, 
it happens that beginning about last September or Qctpber, x Sordid need it and was not 
able to dictate because there was np way of transcribing. Dave had asked me to annotate 
some books. Not having the machine means that with one exception I had ty ; annotate the 
books themselves and thus what X noted is not available except from those ^bobks. The one 
exception was quite laborious for me because of my l imi tations but it is typed. 

all Tony says is not relevant, ^e wa.$ to have kept the machine only long enough to 
learn what should have been ovious were he not so cheap, that it saves enormous amounts 
of time in transcribing tapes, of which he made many. I'd even inquired for him about the 
availability locally of a machine designed for the minicassettes. Instead he just kept 
it until after he left. I sent you a copy of my letter to him long b eforehe and Cathy 
packed up, so the e*cuse of the deficient assistant is not x»?wxa relevant. He and/or 
Cathy got it. Moreover, Cathy and Paul had planned to visit before returning, she'd 
phoned me several times about it, and in the end ^ony did not leave them even that little 
bit if time, such was his selfishness that, I recognise, is also the intensity of his 
work. But when he places his work over all other matters, that is selfishness. 

The one letter he claims not to have gotten is the one in which I notified him that 
he had not lived up to our agreement and it therefore is n ulli fied and that I want him 
not to use any of what^ told him in confidence, subject to his performing on our 
agreement. 

w hich he promptly rewrote and made entirely unacceptable to me. I do not want and 
did not ask for any "collaborator.^ 


I have a return address on all I mail and the letter he c laims not to have 
received, including I think one to Ireland, was not returned. I got his addrfss from 
you so A could write him there and it is his correct address. ^ 

i’rankly, I think his intent is to steal for his #oover bookw^Otherwise, why is he 
so unwilling to recognise what is obvious, that he did not perform. Writ ing tord so long 
after he was to have performed is meaningless. Worse. I'm older, with less time left, and 
the elapsed time is the time in which I was to have had an assistant to make the work 
possible. 

^d while you may not have had the experience, although I excused it and never 
mentioned it to him, he has lied, grossly. He wrote someone who sent the letter to me 
saying that I had refused to see or help him with his "Conspiracy." book. There is nobody 
in the world who can mflk-e such a statement honestly and as you well know, most of the time 
I spend helping pther is spent helping those I do not agree with. In that business the 
truth is the exact opposite of what Tony wrote, I invited him here and offered him free 
access which, a S you know, everyone fias. 

I've also prior experience with Lord, whose record and reputation are fine 
on other matters. j / 

W nless there is more to write him about ,'W-if he does not respond as I asked him 
to some time ago, copy to you, I'll have to write him again. But I want to leave no 
d&mbt about it, he has lost what rights he had and I want him not to use a word of what 
he got in confidence. I'musure I'll get nothing acceptable from ^L^d^Be^t, 


